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Comrmssioner Kevm J. Martin 
Feded Commucatlons Commission 
445 12th street, Nw 
Washington, D.C. 20554 RECEIVED 

NUV - 5 2003 

~n my opinion, actions that stop open source c ~ d e  c- is 

slow& down the amount of development per timeslice durmg the period 

of time h m t y  has got to make a life 

Generally s p e w ,  I timk the belief in the market economy has to be 

revised. There may be other market mechanisms speedmg up the development 

ofwhtever facilities we need to survive. The indviduals that won't 

take these matters into consideration are selfish and probably suffering 

fiom low mode. And yes. the opposite IS also correct 

I resent standpoints whch clearly promotes indviduaYorgamsatlonal 

enrichment or refuse to take mto consideration. what's best for 

the majority of livlng creatures The broadcast flag is just another 

nail in the coffm III whch we will bury our eficiency on the altar 

of "Oh God, make me ncher" 

h4arketmg force my ass, these guys are just plain stupid 

if they thmk that their personal goals are in line with what's best 

for the rest of the world. Now, I do know that they are not stupid. 

So the only dung left goverllinp their actlons is low mode.  

Sony l'm murdenng the English language but what can I do ... 

Sincerely, 

per 

1 



Comssioner Kevm J. Martin 
Federal Commmcatlons Comss ion  
445 12th street, Nw 
Washngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Comssioner Kevin J. Mamn 

Thousands of American consumers have already 

cxpressed thelr opposition to the FCC's adoption 

of a "broadcast flag". I am wntlng to join them 

As a developer of open-source software. and an 

amateur radio operator, the broadcast flag will 

rnake it impossible for me to collaborate with 

my peers whle also comply with open-source 

software license reqlurements and the FCC rules. 

Smce I would not be able to freedy share the 

source code and designs khd my work whle 

also complying with the broadcast flag 

reqiurements, it would be difficult f o r m  to 

collaborate with other hobbyists I would also 

have to start from scratch to avoid licensing 

problems with exlstlng Free code for video 

processing. display, and tuner control. All of 

these exlstlng programs requre that derivative 

works be released under an open-source license, 

someth~ng that the broadcast flag nlles propose 

I not be allowed to do With the broadcast flag, 
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the effort reqwred to produce my own software 

for digital television would be enormous. The 

broadcast flag requrement will effectively 

preclude m fiom worlilng on my own digital 

television soflware or hardware. 

Currently I enjoy the ability to work on 

software whch receives, records, and replays 

television signals, using off the shelf add-in 

TV receiver cards and ffeedy avadable sohare.  

With the special pemussions granted by my 

amateur radio license. I can even transnut my own 

analog television signals for expermental and 

commmcation purposes With the change to 

digital television and the broadcast flag. 

these abilities wlll go away. I'll be forced 

to use expensive dedicated hardware or 

complicated and expensive proprietary soRvare 

whch I am unable to customm to sut  my 

personal preferences or for use on the amateur 

radio bands. The costs may be s i p f i m t  

enough to uuse me to forgo digital television 

altogether. 

hkkmg it difficult or mpssible for users 

o f  open-source computer systems to use digtal 

television will not spread the adoption of 

digital television. In fact, it will do the 

2 



opposite by increasing costs, complexity, and 

forcing developers to reimplement rather than 

reuse exlstlng open-source technology We can- 

and should -do without the broadcast flag. 

Please oppose the broadcast flag. 

Smcerely, 

Bnan IZlstuccia - KB1IR.S 
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Joseph Chmeli 
3007 C Fmth St 
Austin, TX 78705 

RECFffED commissioner Kevin J. Martin 
Federal Communicat~ons Commission 
445 12th street, Nw 
Washingto% D.C. 20554 NOV - 5 1003 

Dear Comrmssioner Kevin J. Martm: 

Th~s is the most important thing, and you've seen it before 

As a user &Free software, adoption ofthe broadcast flag will rnean I am unable to receive digtal television 
bmadmsts on my computer. 

That wouldn't be nice1 1 

Sincerely, 

Joseph Come11 
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Friday, October 24 2003 

RECEIVED 
Commissioner Kevin I .  Martin 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

NOV - 5 2003 

Dear Commissioner Martin, 

As a consumer of broadcast televlsion, electronlcs, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrlct the way I enjoy television 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modlfy, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game t o  a distant relative, or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove thls control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

The MPAA has repeatedly shown a malevolent disregard for the consumer in thelr pursult of technology 
measures that restrict legitimate paying customers at least as much as the pirates they claim to be 
targeting. This approach is counter to the spirit of a free market, and should absolutely not be supported 
by law. The MPAA and the R I M  both need to realise that the way to survive in a competitive marketplace 
is to provide the product the consumer wishes to have, not to pursue legal restriction of al l  alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Simon Booth 
2648 S .  Norfolk St, San Mateo 
San Mateo, CA 94403 
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Friday, October 24 2003 

Commissioner Kevin 1. Martin 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

RECEIVED 
NOV - 5 2003 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Cornmissioner Martin, 

As a consumer of broadcast television and related electronics, I urge the Federal Communications 
Commission to vote against the adoption of a “broadcast flag.” 

I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. It is absolutely vital for my 
television enjoyment that I be able to time-shift broadcast shows via either DVR or VCR/DVD. The 
broadcast flag, even if not used unfairly, will severely hamper that ability by requiring special-purpose DlV 
devices. But I am even more concerned that it will NOT be used fairly--that more and more shows will be 
blocked from any recording ATALL. The MPAA clearly doesn‘t want the old fair-use rules applied to digital 
lV-- i f  they are allowed to control what can or cannot be recorded, even once, they WILL stop the consumer 
from recording-period, I t  is NOT the professional pirate the MPAA means to stop--THEY won‘t be stopped 
by such means-it is the end consumer. 

The move to digital television is already dragging. The general public Isn’t convinced yet of the benefits of 
switching a t  all. Complicating the choice still further by forcing the use of broadcast flags and other means 
to hamper or prevent the simple ability to record shows for private use could have major impact on the 
transition. I urge you to promote our digital future by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

l u d  Hardcastle 
3104 Longbow Ct. 
Dallas, TX 75229 



Doug Addison 
1308 Sloane Boulevard 
Plaintield NJ07060 

Comrmssioner Kevln J. Martin 
Federal Commmcations Commission 
44s 12th street, Nw 
Washugton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Comrmssioner Kevin J. Marha 

The tenents of free enterprise must never encroach upon our rights as Americans as guaranteed by the 
cosntltutioa 

Whenthe foundmg fathers declared us as a nation based on the blessmgs of liberty, they declared us fiee of all 
such oppression, doubtlessly they would view such actions contemplated on behalf of commerclal merests as 
overreachng the public good. Moreover. these tuxes of economc scarsity reqture a new liberty in creatlng 
and pursuing wealth, not opressiomst restrictions on behalfoh those unable to address the change otherwise 
and more effectively. 

Remember your mandate to serve and who pays for your serv~ce' we the people. 

Smcerely, 

Doug Addison 
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Monday, October 27 2003 

Commissioner Kevin 1. Martin 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Martin, 

I a m  deeply troubled by the  broadcast flags being considered. I urge the  FCC to vote against 
t he  adoption of  a broadcast flag. Please don't  help the  special interests kill fair-use. 

As a professional in the  high-tech industry, I a m  concerned that mandated regulations such as 
this will stifle innovation. Limitations like the  broadcast flag wil l mean that many of t he  next 
'big things' wili not be developed in the US. Convergence is the greatest single opportunity for 
thecomputer indus t ry  -- let's not mandate away the  economic and technological benefits that 
it promises. 

I can think of many activities which I have personally done, that  copy restrictions would have 
prevented. I have taped my son's favorite TV show to  let h im  watch it a t  Grandma's house. I 
havevideotaped a News program in which my father was interviewed and gave him a copy. I 
have extracted segments of toddler shows and put t hem on CD to  make a roadtrip more 
tolerable. I have taken a videocassette with m e  on a trip, t o  take advantage of free t ime 
durlng vacation. I strongly believe that  these activities should be  protected. 

Copyright should be respected, and content creators rewarded. The success of ventures such 
as Apple's r u n e s  demonstrates that this wil l happen, even if copy protections are not 
mandated. Technological improvements will offer financial returns to  copyright holders as they 
have in the  past. At t he  introduction of t he  VCR many feared that it would destroy the  
production of  content -- the  opposite turned out t o  be true. 

The MPAA and others have argued that this measure will stop piracy I t  won't. The chance of 
maintaining perfect security in an open system are zero.Those who want the illegal content 
wil l still get it. The only real outcome is that  it will shift us law-ablding consumer into a pay- 
per-use world. That would be a very unfortunate unintended consequence. 

Please keep the future open, and mandate an unrestricted standard. 

Thankyou 

Sincerely, 

Andrew Anderson 
677 SE 68th AVE; Hlllsboro Oregon 
Hillsboro, OR 97123 
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Tuesday, October 28 2003 

Commissioner Kevin 1. Martin 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Martin, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enloy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer i f  switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose D N  devices that are more expensive and less valuable. I don't have the 
finances to keep replacing all of my equipment. You would basically start losing people who can't afford to 
buy new stuff. 

I n  addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a N program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

I f  the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enloyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier N 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. I don't use cable, I can't afford cable1 I just want to be able to watch N 
without someone telling me what I can watch, when I watch it, or if I want to tape it and watch it later. 

Sincerely, 

C. Allen 
PO Box 3894 
Humble, TX 77347 



John J Anastasio 
420 Admore Avenue 
Trenton. NJ 08629 

Commissioner Kevln J. Martin 
Fedenl Communcations Comrmssion 
445 12th street, Nw 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Comrmssioner Kevin J. Martin: 

As a broadcast television viewer, educator and consumer of electmnics and computer products. I urge the 
Federal Cormnutllcations Commission to vote a w t  the adoptlon of a "broadcast flag." I am oumged that 
the FCC &uld consider aregulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. I see th~s proposal as Just 
another attempt ofthe powerful motion picture and brcadcastudmles to bulldoze legslatlon through the 
federal system ln an attempt to limit my rights whle prcducmg m r e  profit. 

Over the past q m e r  of a century the viewmg pubhc has been able to record, transport and play back 
television signals through the use of analog tape, with no detriment to the entertiuntnent idustry. If anythug, 
the use of personal videotape recorders has done much to enhance the income of m y  of the studios and 
networks who now choose to promulgate the outmgeous idea that we will suddenly become "digtal thteves" 
by chwsmg how and when we view ther programs and films. This is nothmg mre than a revisiting of the 
arguments put forth in the Sony Betamax case of the mid 1970's. and today's pleas hold no more water now 
than they did then 

What has happened to the grand old republican idea of a fiee market? This adminimtion has proved over and 
over again that it is mre m favor of federal regulation and i m i o n  mto pnvate affatrs 111 the so-called 
m o d  merest than any administration in the history of th~s country. Th~s smacks to me of yet another 
example of govemtllent by the r ich and powerfd. by the special mterests who fund politics, and not by a 
gove-nt of and for the majority of the people 111 t h ~ s  coun+ry. 

I strongly oppose thts mume of actlon. As a citizen and viewer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote 
the digital television transition by opposing adoptlon of the broadcast flag. 

SmcereIy, 

John J. Anastasio 
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lelerom E Media Research 

”Broadcast Flag” Unlikely to 

Washington. DC N 
Phone2028287800 * 

N m m www precursor corn 
w 

Summruy: Pxecursor beheves investors 
should view the FCC’s pendmg adopimn 
of a ‘‘Broadcast Flag” naf 4s tlrc sdrcriOn 
to digital piracy, but, rather, as further evi- 
deuce of the aigniiicance of the digilkation 
threat to content owneru and providers. 
Renusor suggests that flag ~ m p o  
lmelv Hollvwocd and the bmdc ast net- 
w o r k  wlll likelv succeed ln estab- a 
P -Y 
content would be incremetddy more 
pmtcdad; but this iC by no means a deiini- 
tive solution. Ihe hype m m h g  the 
upcormng lUling IS wershadowmg 1 s  mar- 
& benefits Precursor cauhm that the 
f las  which prohiis unauth- htemei 
ledistnbuhon of over-the-ar (o-t-a) contenf 
IS jut the mihal attack of a kchno lo~  battle 
r~ a larger war on digtal puacy. Whether 
con= ppovlaers wlll ulhmately succeed is 
still very mnch lndcubt kau.?ewCtory ovm 
diglal puacy is dependent on the cumulahve 
swce~s of hemic effort? on mulhple h t s  of 
Jaw. liheation techno low lntanationaL and 
buslnens model development (see Recursn 
3BI03). Accmdmgly, Precursor still 
beheves the ptemum afforded DIS, VIA, 
and FOX do not yet deet the significant 
on- d~g~bzat~on b t  that is k e l y  
only lmpnariiy amehorated by the flag. 

lmbnerdSigni&nnw of-. Recursn 
believm the FCC WIU soon adopt a watered- 
down verslm of the broadcast flag in an 
attempt to help broad- combat piracy, 
Broadcastas are paxhcularly vulnerable 

Solve Digital Content Piracy 

to dIgIhzamn because, unllke cable and 
satellite ttamnwiotls that are en+ at 
the head-end, o-t-a digital broadcasting 
remaim unprotected. Regdatnm reqw 
broadcastem to transnut k, %theclear“ 
stgals void of any encaypion. Thaefne, 
prantum content Is highly k l y t o  be direct- 
ed increasingly away 6urn o-t-a broadcast- 
en to more secure hammission platforms. 
Policymakers, who have a strong interest in 
the lollout of digital broadcast sg- 

broadcasters, who are looking for a victory 111 
the d ~ g ~ t a l  puacy battle, are kely to ttumpet 
the adophon of the flag as solving the long- 
termdigllkamthreat. ~ c a u l i m  
lnvestmsmat CIeaMut winners amunlike 
ly hecause adoption of the 5 g  is not by 

and eapeci.Uy in the watemddorm 
form, a viable solution to digital piracy. 

Fhgk Serious Lintitnlions l h e  minimal 
elfecliveness, mlative cm8meneli@ oi the 
flag, and the needed advance ihq lead 
Presmr to doubt b g ‘ s  “Sumess”. (1) 
Flag won’t stop piracy. It only talas one 
leak in a ‘‘seam” digital system to expose 
content to wlde htemet ledismbuhon. Ihe 
flaghasmany weakpom&. (A)Flarishack- 
&e. All parhes concede that the proposed 
flag can be technically thwarted, but hope 
fordamage containment by dissuadq the 
aveage ccmnuma. (B) Flae does not mutect 
-.” Dlgltizahon of analog 
contem is relatively swaight-fnwanl and 
easy. DlScWlonS are undaway on solut lq 

nalssotheymreclaimanalogspeetrum,and 

lncluding watermarlang, but are not part of 
the FCC‘s flag decision (C) 
leeacv dev ices loom large. IUdhons of DTV 
devices alleadyinthemadcetlackresmctums 
on analog ouw, exacerbahng the “analog 
hole” problem. (D) &?adcasters are already 
transrmmnvunmotefted, high-value, pme-  
bme standard de6nition DTV c o n m  to 
over mght rmlhon DTV sets nationwide, 
whch wdl be largely unaffeaed by a flag 
forhgh resoluhon DTV. (E) Non-coum liant 
meivers buildable. Although beyond the 
Lapablllly of m t  C o I w m a J  illfblmation 
on danodulatmg digtal signals and bypass- 
mg the flag IS readily available. (2) “Cw~”  
v. p o t d a l  b a a  deavfs. (A) 
burdenhiekr for CE d E t U r e r s  . Under 
pmposed ru!q wnknt -n would 
not be required to flag ccmmg it would 
be volnn!ary. However, CE manuhcbtreg 
would bere4lured to btul ’ d receive18 capable 
of ‘kading“ marked content. (B) 
Jmm on ‘’lurobustn d’. The FCC is likeiy 
to &de the degree to which the aaoptea 
flag standard is made tsrmper-lesistant. The 
maerobnst,thehighertbecast Fmxmor 
believes the FIX is reluctant to haease CE 
cosls, which wodd likely be passed onto 
ooosurners, d t i n g  m a less robust flag. 
(C) InllovaIml like Ivenhanced. cbnvedy, 
a weaker flag would likely enhance use 
of open SDUrce 6 m E b d l y  in fuhne flag 
compliant products, rhereby amlaating 
inmvalim, IoWAlng cos$, and inaearing 
incenlives for CE mannfactmm to dwelop 
newploduct. (3)Loog-twmaepdIu 

digital Tu while analog piracy roatinufs. 
(A) Most video content clwtltly htxiited 
odlne (m) IS in lower-quality d o g  for- 
mat standard diet31 content ripped limn 
DVDs or Eaphued by computer klevlsim 
tuner fards IS d y  “dOwll-E3Oluh~ed” 
for easier dLStxiion. The h a d k  of high 

be unpeded for the hme-bemg by last-mile 

shtuies such an the 5g. Recursor cautiom 
lmnston not to underestimate the accek- 
ating timing aud increasing likelihood 
of mbk M W s  continued upgrades of 
download *reds relnring that mnrtraint 

FCCLikly l 3 1 ~ A n f h o ~ .  In 
a d e b t  fa content ownua, tk FCC is 

propod tn make the cornem m e m  
!he flag gabzbpm. Recursa believes 
the FCC will likely !etain its enforce 
mmt mlq making a fuaher NPRM likely. 

de6nition dlgltal content online wlll kely 

banclwidtllL7msraintlnotbye.nayphm~ 

highly f d k &  to adapt thp origionl 
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SAM BROWNBACK 
WNSA9 

12021 22-521 PHONE 
12021 120-1165 F U  

WASHINGTON, DC 20510-1604 

October 27,2003 

The Honorable Michael Powell 
Chainnan 
Federal Communications Corqmission 
445 12’ Street, sw 
Washin$oii, DC 20554 

Dear Chainnan Powell: 

It is my understanding that the Federal Communications Commission is poised to 
vote as early as Tuesday, October 28,2003 on a proposal by the Motion Picture 
Association of America (”AA) to require the inclusion of the “broadcast flag” conrent 
protection sclieme in all new digital television appliances - television sets, recording 
devices, personal computers, and any other device that can demodulate a digital 
television signal. I am writing today out of wnoern that the Commission’s consideration 
of this matter “on circulation,” as opposed to holding an open Commission meeting, 
would be a disservice to the public and call into question the transparency in government 
in such a critical consumer issue. 

The Commission has received voluminous comments in regards to the MPAA 
broadcast flag proposal from industry stakeholders, as well as over GOO0 members of the 
public opposed to such a regulation. As a rcsult, I would like to associate myself with thc 
concems stated by Senate Commerce Committee Chairman McCain in his recent letter to 
you. 

According to the content induslry the broadcast flag will mcrcly seme as a speed 
bump, establishing a content protection scheme that will create disincentives for 
consumers to pirate digital television content, i.e. keeping “honest people honest.” 
Filings by the consumer electronics and information technology sectors indicate that the 
broadcast flag as proposed by the MPAA is a far more intrusive technology that, if 
implemented in accordance with the M p A A  proposal, would amount to invasive 
rcgulation of home electronics and computing appliances. Adoption of the MPM 
proposal could seriously limjt the functionality of countless current and future hardware 
products that may legally view, manipulate, and distribute digital television signals. 

As a result of the incredible contrast between the stakeholders for and against the 
MPAA broadcast flag proposal, and given that a Commission regulation in this matter 
will ultimately affect every single U.S. television household - including every room in 
those homes in which a television is located- I urge you to delay a Commission vote at 
this t h e .  Instead, I urge the Comniission to schedule an En Banc hearing on this issue, 

Y M  N m m  W.EO.SUIII 140 11111 W t l l  95TH.SvlTC246 
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giving the opposing sides an opportunity for public debate on the merits of the MPAA 
broadcast flag proposal, and the consequences of FCC action for American consumers. 

An En Banc heanng at th is  time would be invaluable for enabling the 
Commission to serve the public interest in this matter, as well as the Commission’s 
understanding orhow a broadcast flag regulation may affect consumers. Recently the 
Commission has come under f i e  for not permitting maximum public involvement in its 
regulatory processes in the context of its media ownersbip proceeding. While I disagree 
with such an assessment in that contcxt, I fear that suggestions of this nature in regards to 
the broadcast flag proceeding may be more appropriate absent an En Banc hearing. At 
the very least the Commission should go to great lengths to explain why it is necessary to 
implement the broadcast flag at this time, and in a non-public manner. 

Additionally, and important for judicial proceedings that would almost certainly 
follow Commission adoption of a broadcast flag regulahon, an En Banc heanng would be 
invaluable for the Commission to gain a greater understanding ofhow any action it takes 
to adopt a uniform content protection scheme such as the mu’s broadcast flag 
proposal necessarily involves the Copyright Act, a statute under which the Commission 
has no authority. 

Sincerely, 

SAM BROWNBACK 
United States Senator 

Conmissioner Abemathy 
Commissioner Adelstein 
Coinmissioner Copps 
Commissioner Marb’n 



KarenCmter 
202 Roll~ng ndget ct 
Warner Robms. Ga 3 1088 

Comrmssioner Kevm J. Martin 
Federal Communications Comrmssion 
445 12th street, Nw 
Washgton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Comrmssioner Kevin J. Iviarhn 

Agam I am appalled at the government's quest to control and regulate the pnvacy III our homes. Agan and as 
usual this is all money based. Ths issue is not about what is fair. Isn't is strange Hollywood is not interested rn 
controll& when it comes to pomognphy issues. Hoollywwd and the media services (TV, newspapers, etc) 
want " fkdom of speech' when it is to their benenft. Everyone shouts about "thelr nghts' belng violated. well 
I will jump on t h ~ s  issue. The rights in my home will be violated. 

I wouldhope Hollywood and the lV lndusay would jump on the band wagon for educauon Don't they 
understand it would be to thelr benefit to allow schools to use ther products for educauon? For once I hope 
you will listen to the "little people of the Umted States." 

Sincerely. 

Karencarter 
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FAX COVER SHEET 

To : Ginger Clark 

Fax: 1-202-41 8-0982 

Date: October 29,2003 

Subject: Meeting w/ ALTS and Member Company CEOs re: 
Fiber-Fed Loops 

# of pages (including cover sheet) 1 

Message: 

The Association for Local Telecommunications Services requests a meeting 
with the Commissioner and the Commissioner’s Wireline Competition 
Advisor to discuss our grave concerns over Bell Company attempts, through 
Triennial Review Recon and Forbearance Petitions, to obtain monopoly 
control over fiber-fed loops. If possible, we would like to meet with the 
Commissioner within the next few weeks while the issues are under 
Commission review. Please let me know if and when we may meet with the 
Commissioner and Advisor. 

I can be reached at 202-969-2587 or by email at jaskin@alts.org. 

FROM THE DESK OF: 
Jonothan Askin 

General Counrel 
Association for Loco1 Telecommunica1ions Services 

888 I?’’ Sneer. NK Suiie 900 
Washington, DC 20006 

Oflce: 202-969-2587/Far. 202-969-2581 
E-mail’ jaskin@lts org 

TOTRL P.01 

mailto:jaskin@alts.org


Buz Cory 
Po Box 1153, Cooper Sta. 
New York, NY 10276 

Comrmssioner Kevin J. Martin 
Federal Communications Comrmssion 
445 12th street Nw 
Washingtos D.C. 20554 

Dear Comssioner Kevin J. M a r h ~  

[ lhs  is partly bodexplate (used because I could not word it better) 

and partly 'my own opn~~ons]. 

Thousands of American consumers have already expressed theu opposition 

to the FCCs adoptlon of a "broadcast flag". I am wnung to joIn them 

As a user of open-source software, adoption of the broadcast flag will 

mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my 

computer. 

Thm seems to be a repeat of the h4F'AA and &iiates ongoing war to 

control when and how US citizens view +all+ cmema and broadcast media 

In particular, it seems to be a repeat of the attempt to stop consumers 

l?omrewrdmg broadcast TV on tape of years ago. Only t h l s  rule will 

have even greater impact than that as it will even prevent +any+ 

receptlon of TV for many people. 

In my own case, the +only+ way I can receive TV IS by uslng openxode 

software. I h v e  no hardware TV set and my computer runs only open-code 

software. 

Additionally, adoption ofthe broadcast flag will ham mnovatlon. Many 

users of open-source s o h e  are computer proganumm and "tmkerers" 

who work to improve the software Their conmbutlons and constant 

innovation IS what d e s  open-source software able to compele in the 
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marketplace. 

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open-source 

implementations of VSB and QAM mcdulatom and demcdulaton, preventing 

opensource programoErs tiom lnnovatlng in field of diDtal 

commuaications techques used by television. 

Most Americans assumed that when television became d~g~tal. viewers 

would be able to do w r e  with television progmmmng, not less. Without 

movative new products and flexibllity III the ways consumers are able 

to watch lV, consumers will be less mclmed to invest m the equpment 

to view &@tal television. Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to 

slow adoption of digital television III addiuon to making it illegal to 

watch digml television on a computer using opensource software. 

It is my opuxon that the only V p l e  that will benefit fiom this rule 

~fl the long run are the lowyers on both sdes of the long and costly 

cout battle that is sure to ensue lfthis rule is put mto effect. 

It is for these reasons I urge you to promote the digtal television 

transition by oppsing adoptlon of the broadcast flag. 

- 
Smcerel y. 

Buz Cory 
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Bqan Cheung 
325 16th St 
Huntugton Beach, CA 92648 

Comrmssioner Kevin J. Martin 
Federal Commcatlons Commission 
445 12th street, Nw 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Commissioner Kevin J. Marhn 

Dear FCC, 

I wish to add my voice to the voices of thousands of American software developers 

and consumers who have already expressed their ob~ections to the adoptlon of a 

"broadcast flag" by the FCC. The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MF'AA 

will cripple my abdity as an mdependent software developer to develop competitive 

software solutions that mtemct witk receive, or manage digitally broadcast media 

in conjunction with commonly avallable computer equipment. Such a rule is harmful to 

all software developers in the digital broadcast market, the consumers ofthe American 

pubhc, and wdl create an atmosphere of stagnation in the broadcast media software 

market. 

In imposing the broadcast flag rule, the FCC will m essence dictate to the software 

industly how their products are to be developed and l i c e d ,  and which technologies 

they must use. Th~s IS an area which is not the purvue of the FCC - m a free market 

society, market forces should determine which technologes succeed or fail, not 

unmanhted and unnecessary restrictions created by the FCC. Consumers must be fiee 

to choose whch solutions and technologies they will use to lntmct with digital 

broadcasts. The special interests and greed of large corpomtions such as the MPAA 

have 110 place in discussions about consumem' choice of their chgital broadcast 

products 

Additionally, adoption of the broadcast flag will harm lnnovatioa 
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Many users of open-source software are computer programmers and "ttnkerers" who work to 

m o v e  the software. Their contribubons and constant innovauon is what makes 

open-source software able to compete III the marketplace. 

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open-source implementations of VSB 

and QAM modulators and demodulators, preventing open-source programmers fiom movatmg in 

field of digital conunun~catlom techmques used by television. 

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital, viewers would be able to 

do more with television programrmng, not less. Without innovative new products and 

flexibility i the ways consumers are able to watch TV, consumers will be less inclined 

to invest in the equipment to view digml television. Therefore, the broadcast flag is 

llkely to slow adoption of d i g d  television III addition to making it illegal to watch 

digital television on a computer using open-source software. It is for these reasons 1 

urge you to promote the digml television transition by opposmg adoption of the 

broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Bryan Cheung 

Sicerely, 

Bryan Cheung 
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mchel Cox 
1803 Ann Ave 
Hanisonvdle, MO 64701 

Comrmssioner Kevln J. h h t m  
Federal Commun~cations Comss ion  
44s 12th street, Nw 
Washmgton. D.C. 20554 

Dear Comrmssioner Kevin J. hhrt~n 

It seem to me that the end effect of thrs technology will be to shut out open-source programmers from the 
market, and also effectively stfle "h me" by comsumers. I for one, see rn compelkng reason to buy new 
television equipment (my wife would be shocked to hear that!) if it means havmg less flexibility than I now 
have, not more. 

Essentdly. by implementmg t ius "Broadcast Flag," the FCC IS tellmg me what opentmg system to use (it 

(my TiVO, bemg Lmux-based, will probably be rendered worthless), and basically, how to view television 

I thought the FCC was in place to regulate for the good of the citizens, not the good of corporations. 

Mtchael Cox 

aws b t  ouly u~llilows 4 M ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ I L ~ ~  rws). ,?,ht qulpnlta I hVe to k o W  away 

Slncerel y, 

Mtchael cox 
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Chuck Coxhead 
109 Knsta Court 
Chalfont. PA 18914 

Comssioner Kevm I. Martin 
Federal C o d c a h O n S  Commission 
445 12th street Nw 
WashrnBtog D.C. 20554 

Dear Commissioner Kevin J. Martln 

Thousands of American collsufners have already expressed theu opposition to the FCCs adoptlon of a 
"broadcast flag". I am writing to JOLD them 

Imposing bans on the development of open source soffware for a grven purpose only serves to restnct the 
marketplace. As the cutrent marketplace is d m n a t e d  by 1 company, these actions by the FCC would, in my 
opinion, support monqmlistic practices. 

W e  are o oountty blult on freedom and capinltsn Your efforts to protect the broadcasung compmes may 
o&r a brief stumbling block but history has proven the power of ffeedom and capitahsm 

The FCC and those who would lobby for t h ~ s  decision are mcredibly naive to beheve that us of these evolvlng 
technologies will not require an evolution of theu business d e l ,  as well. 

There are more ways to movate than just uslng mcrochips. 

Smcerel y, 

Chuck Coxhead 

1 



Monday, October 27 2003 

Commissioner Kevin 1. Martin 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Martin, 

I dearly wish that t he  government would learn f rom its prior mistakes. When people in Russia 
have more  rights t o  their own purchased media than we do here in the  United States, we  
should all be ashamed. Now these same ridiculous restrictions will be applied t o  broadcast 
content as well? Despite what some a t  t he  FCC may  believe, money IS not  freedom. Who 
makes the largest campaign contributions is not t he  issue here - basic protection of our God 
given r ight of free speech and fair use is. Freedom includes the  knowledge that I won't  be 
forced t o  buy substandard technology because media company money says I must. Freedom 
is knowing that I won't be jailed for viewing purchased or broadcast content in any way I see 
fit, Freedom is my first amendment right to innovate without fearing media company dictated 
ja i l  t ime. 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission t o  vote against t he  adoption o f  a "broadcast flag." I am gravely 
concerned tha t  a broadcast flag regulation would restrict t he  way I enloy television. 

If t he  move t o  digital television does not make the  public's viewing experience more 
enjoyable, flexible, and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer t o  buy new 
digitaIequipment?AprettierTVpicture is hardlyenough reason for me tod ispensew i th  a l l  my 
current consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of 
broadcast television, I urge you t o  promote the digital transition by opposing the  broadcast 
flag. 

Sincerely, 

William DeLeeuw 
11030 NW Reeves St 
Portland, OR 97229 

L , 



James Gregory Davidson 
623 1 B m t ~ n g  Street 
San Diego, CA 92122 

Commissioner Kevin J. Martin 
Federal Commmcaaons Commission 
445 12th street, Nw 
Washinpton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Comssioner Kevin J. Marun: 

My fatherin-law was bed-ndden for the last year ofhs life. We got h a TIVO, whch allowed hun 

to perSor$lize and time-shift the television he. spent so much of h s  tune watching. The TWO uses 

L i U  an Open Source sohiare system 

This is only one excellent applicauon of Open Source and m v a t i o n  whch would be destroyed by the 

adoption of a “broadcast flag”. Please oppose tlus erosion of fair use and consumer control of then 

television viewmg. Tlus ill-considered device will not stop piracy, it will sunply subject Amencan 

citizens to the control ofmedia corporauons who would like them to become passive consumers glued 

to the tube. 

sincerely, 

James Gregory Wvidson 
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Gregory Dearborn 
24 Pome St 
Portland, ME04101 

Comrmssioner Kevln J. Matin 
Feden1 Communications Comrmssion 
445 12th street. Nw 
W&ington,DC 20554 

Dear Comnussioner Kevin J. Martln 

As a consumer, I am deeply concemed that the Feded Commmcatmns Comss ion  is considerlng the 
adoption of a "broadcast flag ," as requested by the hPPA This is an idea that serves the Motion Picture 
industry, but is not ln the public's merest nor the computer industry's merest. The best thmg the FCC could 
do for the pubhc is to stand up to the MF'AA and tell them uneqwvocally. "No broadcast flag, now or ever. 
end of discussionl" 

I have been waiting a long time to upgrade my home entertimment system to digital. Pat of the ideal of 
diGtal television is that It can be stored on devices built fiom off the shelfhme computer technology. For 
example, as you know a TiVo video recorder is essentially a home computer running the Linux operating 
system that has been dedicated to functlon as a video recorder Next generation devices will mtegrate the 
functions c f a  digtal video recorder with desktop or laptop computem, video game consoles, and PDAs. It is 
good for the computer industry and g d  for mnsumers if these devices can work usmg any computer 
operatq system, includmg Free Software Opera- systems such as Lmux. By allowing a broadcast flag and 
mandating that software systems use it as intended, the FCC would be soundmg the death knell to Free 
Software. No computer, PDA, console, or other dgital s y s t e m r m g  a Free OS would be possible. Th~s will 
l m t  consumer choice and innovation UI the mmputer software developer commun~ty. Just few years ago 
TiVo. ReplayTV, and the W d o w s  Media Center PC didn't emst, but now they are changing the way 
consumem can enJoy broadcast television. Who knows what fuaher innovatlons could come out of the Free 
Software Community and the Computer industry in the next few years? No one wdl. because the broadcast 
flag will hamstnng movative development in the home vldeo arena. 

The vision of computerhome video convergence is that in the very near future, consumers will be able to 
store hgh quahty digital video to watch at a tune and place convement for them Who wouldn't llke to keep a 
video clip ofther cMd hitting a home ruu grabbed from the I d  evening news on them PDA? Or be able to 
download their favonte broadcast sitcom, drama, or news show to their laptop to watch on thelr mommg 
commute? Who wouldn't llke to be able to grab digtal video shows fiom their cable and send it by their home 
computer network to combiiuon televisiodcomputers ln whatever room they wanted to watch It on, 
whenever they wanted to watch it? The MPAA would I& to la11 all ofthese possibilitles by their selfish 
demand for a broadcast flag. They are anxious that people will grab entre television programs and share them 
with friends and strangers. This is an unrdimc fear because the internet bandwidth available to consumers is 
not large enough to make t h ~ s  enticing to mst people. But even tf a small percentage of HDTV video plrates 
traded shows, would this really harm the Motion Picture mdustly? As you remmber, the MPAA also lobbied 
against VCRs whenthey were just becoming popular with consumers. As It tumed out, the VCR was the best 
thing to happen to the Motmn Picture mdus'ay. 

Ifthe move to dIgtal television does not make the public's viewmg experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital television equipment7 A prettier 
picture i s  hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current cons- electromcs and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and viewer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digltal television 
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transitmn by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag 

Sinoerely, 

 gory -m 
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Steven Doan 
61U S. Chocolay Ave 
Clawson, MI 48017 

Comrmssioner Kevin J. Martm 
Federal Commun~catlons Commission 
445 12th street, Nw 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Comssioner Kevin J. Martin 

How &dthis enor injudgement wme to be? Why must we ban everyThng that fosters innovation? Must we 
remeber that we would not have m s  like HDTV or TiVo, or DVD without research and innovauon 

Without givmg people the ability to 1ea1-1~ understand and buld a better product for the world and not  JUS^ for 
their pocketbook we can grow into a more efficient society where our CreiIhoIIs can impact and make it a 
better world for everyone and not  JUS^ for those who have the patent and wish to control the rest of us The 
United States is a place of M o m  B m g  peoples ability to think keely violates our very foundations. 

I agree with certain things like you can not reproduce a CD for resale, but you can reproduce it for a backup 
copy for your own uses. The same goes for copying a television broadcast for your own viewlng 

As long as the indviduals who develop new movations do not sell their improvements that should bc 
allowed. It does not harm the original creators product or idea, it jus? makes it better 

__ ____ - ____ ____ __ . - 

Thousands of American consumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCCs adoption of a 
"broadcast flag" I am writmg to J O ~  them As a user of opensource software, adoption of the broadcast flag 
will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer 

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control" wluch is outside its 
proper role. It is not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systems 
that consumers must use in order to watch dtgital television broadcast on their computers 

Additionally, adoption of the broadcast flag wlll harm innovation. Many users of open-source software are 
computer programnws and "tinkerers" who work to unprove the software. Their contributions and coIlstant 
innovation is what makes open-source software able to compete in the marketplace. 

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MF'AA will ban open-source implementations of VSB and QAM 
d a t o r s  and demodulators, preventmg open-source progammers from innovattng in field of digital 
communications techniques used by television 

Most Americans assumed that when television bewme dgital, viewers would be able to do more with 
television programming, not less Without innovative new products and flexibility m the ways consumers are 
able to watch 'IV, C O I I S ~  wtll be less inclined to mvest rn the eqwpment to view digtal television 
Therefbre, the broadcast flag IS llkely to slow adopuon ofd~gtal television in a a t l o n  to mdung it illegal to 
watch digital television on a computer using opensource software It is for these reasons I urge you to 
p r o m e  the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 
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Sincerely, 

Steven Doan 
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I To Page1 o f 1  2003-1025 07 40 25 (GMT) 16506181679 From 

Friday, October 24 2003 

Commissioner Kevin 1. Martin 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Martin, 

Dear FCC, I watch television on a daily basis, including broadcast television, and I a m  
disconcerted t o  hear about the  "broadcast flag" your agency is considering approving for 
digital television. 

By approving the measure as it currently stands, Digital television may  look better than the 
existing, analog NTSC stuff, but  it wi l l  be significantly less convenient if Hollywood, and not 
myself t he  TV viewer, gets t o  decide when and where I can watch m y  own recordings of TV 
programming. Such recordings are an established fair use of copyrighted material under 
Supreme Court rulings going back t o  the  early 1980s. 

Approving the broadcast flag will seriosuly discourage even a technology enthusiast such as 
myself f rom adopting digital lV technology. So consider this before approving this detrimental 
"innovation." If people who like t o  be on the  leading edge of technology are turned off by  this 
"innovation", then please do think of what someone who's much more difficult t o  convince of 
"what can it do for me" is going t o  say when h e  or she hears of it 

The broadcast flag is a bad idea, and there IS ample legal precedence against such a 
regulation, so I urge you to make the right decision on this matter. 

Sincerely, Paul Dougherty 

Sincerely, 

Paul Dougherty N 
306 S High Street Apt. 4 
West Chester, PA 19382 



. 

Jason Faulkner 
110 E Franklin Street 
PoBox421 
Spring Hope, NC 27882 

Comrmssioner K e v u  J. M m n  
Federal Chntnmcations Comrmssion 
445 12th street, Nw 
Washiagtos D.C. 20554 

Dear Comrmssioner Kevin J. Mart~n. 

Your upcormng choices regarding Broadcast Flags allow you the u q u e  viewpomt of defmng dlgtal media 
*om now,on - you can either lock it up - by approving a "broadcast flag" measure, or free it. by chooslng 
not to pass that new regulation. 

Broadcast flags would prevent open Source Software from accesslng digital television, whch I feel would 
violate both freedom of speech and press. 

As a joumahst, I feel that this degree of Federal Control over televislon is dangerously close to censoehp -- 
it would be incredibly easy, given this technology, to take a channel or program off the air if it says or does 
something against the govemment. 

Please DO NCII allow broadcast flags to be implemented. 

Jason Faulkner 

former Sports Editor 

Spnng Hope Enterprise 

smcerely, 

Jason Faulkner 
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I ! TO Page1 o f 1  2003-lD30 18 37 43 (GMT) 165061 81 679 From 

Thursday, October 30 2003 

Commissioner Kevin 1. Martin 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Martin, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission t o  vote against t he  adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely 
concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enloy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of t h e  benefits of switching t o  
and buying digital television equipment. That transition will be far more  palatable t o  m e  as a 
consumer if switching doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high- 
resolution dlsplays, and findlng room for yet  another device in my living room. Please do not 
allow the MPAA and i ts  allies to hinder the  transition by making us buy special-purpose DSV 
devices that are more  expensive and less valuable. 

In  addition, I a m  very concerned about the fair-use implications o f t h e  broadcast flag With 
today's technology, I can be more  than a passlve recipient o f  content -- I can modify, create, 
and participate. I can record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice It into a 
home movie; send an email  clip of m y  child's football game t o  a distant relative; or record a 
lV program onto a DVD and play it a t  m y  friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems 
designed to  remove this control and flexibility that  I enjoy. 

I f  the move t o  digital television does not make the  public's viewing experience more 
enjoyable, flexible, and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new 
digital equipment? A prett ier TV picture is hard lyenough reason for m e  t o  dispense wi th  a l l  my 
current consumer electronics and computer equipment. 

As an lT manager, I a m  also very concerned that t he  use of a briooadcast flag may cause the  
cost of supporting computer systems t o  skyrocket for American businesses. this may be an 
unintended consequence that t he  at tempt t o  lock up a l l  content may  have. 

As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition 
by opposing the  broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Paul Fellows 
4220 Dayton Avenue No 
Seattle, WA 98103 



To Page1 of1 2003-1&28 18 38 11 (GMT) 16506181679 From 

Tuesday, October 28 2003 

Commissioner Kevin 1. Mart in 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Martin, 

I a m  writing regarding the  "broadcast flag" for digital television broadcasts. As a consumer 
and user of a wide range o f  electronic products, I a m  opposed t o  any measure that would 
stifle innovation or limit the  choices available in this fast moving field. 

The broadcast flag regulation is premature. Technology does not permit Internet transmission 
of HDTV broadcasts because the  bandwidth is not available. Even a fast cable modem or DSL 
connection would take literally days t o  download a couple o f  hours of  HDTVvideo. 

I n  practice, video today is compressed and downgraded before being shared on the  pirate 
networks. The broadcast flag will do nothing t o  stop this practice. And unti l  we have 
bandwidth that  is two orders of magnitude greater than today, it wi l l  continue t o  be 
technologically impossible t o  have wide scale sharing of high resolution video. The broadcast 
flag does not solve any problems that we  face today or in the  next several years. 

A t  t he  same time, t h e  broadcast flag will stifle innovation and l imit new technologies like 
software decodersfor HDTVvideo. That's a fast moving area which could revolutionize how 
people enjoy N. I've had TNo since it first came out, and I hope to  see continuai innovations 
in the  video arena. By imposing strict limitations on how video signals can be processed and 
exchanged, the broadcast flag could hurt  t he  technological progress that  I as a consumer 
enjoy. 

I understand that broadcasters are scared o f  t he  Internet after t he  experience of the  music 
companies, but  t he  technologies are utterly different in te rms of bandwidth and costs. The 
great features o f  H D W  are the  high resolution and improved video quality, and it will be many 
years before video can be exchanged across the  net  and preserve that qual i ty. Songs can be 
compressed and still sound good, but video doesn't wo rk  that  way. Our sense of vision is far 
more  acute than our sense of hearing. These are genuine differences and because of them, 
the nightmare o f  the broadcasters cannot come true for probably another decade. There wlll 
be plenty o f  t ime then to explore a broadcast flag requirement based on our experiences t o  
that  point. 

I hope you will carefully consider the  wishes o f  consumers like myself and not l u s t  rubber 
stamp the  broadcaster's proposal. Thanks very much for your attention. 

Hal Flnney 

Sincerely, 

Hal Finney 
374 Arroyo Road 
Santa Barbara, CA93110 


